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BOARD'S RULING ON APPEAL 
All hearings are audio recorded. The digital recording (which is on file at the office of the Board 
of Building Regulations and Standards) serves as the official record of the hearing. Copies of 
the recording are available from the Board for a fee of $10.00 per copy. Please make requests for 
copies in writing and attach a check made payable to the Commonwealth of Massachusetts for 
the appropriate fee. Requests may be addressed to: 
Patricia Barry, Coordinator 
State Building Code Appeals Board 
BBRS/Department of Public Safety 
One Ashburton Place - Room 1301 
Boston, MA 02108 
Robert Hendershot ) 
Appellant, ) 
) 
~ ) 
) 
City of Gloucester and William Sanborn ) 
Appellees ) 
) 
Procedural History 
1bis matter came before the State Building Code Appeals Board ("the Board") on the 
Appellant's appeal filed pursuant to 780 CMR 122.1. In accordance with 780 CMR 122.3, 
Appellant asks the Board to grant a variance from 1204.1.1 and 1014.3 of the Massachusetts State 
Building Code ("MSBC") for the property of 320 Washington Street, Gloucester, MA 01930. 
In accordance with MGL c. 30A, §§ 10 and 11; MGL c. 143, §100; 801 CMR 1.02 et. Seq.; and 780 
CMR 122.3.4, the Board convened a public hearing on June 14, 2007 where all interested parties 
were provided with an opportunity to testify and present evidence to the Board. 
Present and representing himself was the Appellant. Patricia Seitz and Jack Vondras were 
present also. 
Decision: Following testimony, and based upon relevant information provided, Board members 
voted as indicated below. 
x .......... Granted D ......... Denied D .......... Rendered Interpretation 
D ....... Granted with conditions (see below) D ........ Dismissed 
The vote was: 
x ..... Unanimous D ....... Majority 
Reasons for Variance: 
Testimony was presented by the Appellant on reasons for the renovation of this building. The 
Appellant worked closely with the City of Gloucester to bring to the city a health center for 
persons of low income and persons who are either underinsured or with no insurance. The center 
will provide medical, dental, and mental health services. 
Testimony was presented by Patricia Seitz that described the proposed renovation plans. The 
existing building has two floors with an entry at the front that accesses the building between the 
two floors. A vertical wheelchair lift will be installed in lieu of an elevator and an application for a 
variance had been submitted to the AAB. The building will not be sprinklered and a new smoke 
detection system will be installed. The variance that is being sought concerned a ceiling height 
issue in the corridors which have heights (due to existing ductwork) of 6'4" and 6'11" in several 
areas. With regard to the stair width one of the stairway dimensions leading up one-half flight is 
reduced from the required 3'8" wide for the stair to 3'1". This is due to the installation of the new 
lift. Other provisions that are being incorporated into the building egress arrangement that 
address adequate exit requirements are on file with the documents for this case. 
Bill Sanborn, the City of Gloucester Building Official, although not present for the hearing 
. submitted a letter that supports the variance request. 
Following testimony and based upon relevant information provided, Stanley Shuman made a 
motion to grant the variance with the condition that ceiling height conform to the height required 
by code where possible. Jake Nunnemacher made an amendment to the original motion to 
require that a new smoke detection system as discussed at the hearing, be installed. After making 
this amendment he seconded the motion. A vote was taken and it was unanimous to grant the 
variance with the above conditions. 
The following members voted in the above manner: 
. ~ It-----.. .  
Chairman -Brian Gale Stanley Shuman 
A complete administrative record is on file at the office of the Board of Building Regulations and 
Standards. 
A true copy attest, dated;".-: =t==="-.::::L.i':;::":::':"" 
Any person aggrieved by a decision of the State Building Code Appeals Board may appeal to a 
court of competent jurisdiction in accordance with Chapter 30A, Section 14 of the Massachusetts 
General Laws. 
